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Argument Against Propositwn 11 
The drastic amendments in this Proposi-
tion to the Chiropractic Act are deficient in 
several areas and should be defeated. The 
present law, which was endorsed by the voters 
of California through an initiative ballot 
measure, provides means to make the changes 
which the amendment would require. The 
Proposition duplicates present law and is un-
necessary. 
The Chiropractors have an excellent pro-
gram of educating and updating the membprs 
of their profession. The requirement in the 
Proposition unfairly singles out Chiropractic 
among all the professional groups as the only 
one with mandatory continuing education. 
There is no justification to discriminate 
against Chiropractors in this manner. -
though the Amendment requires conti!. '" 
education, it proposes no guidelines for estab-
lishing license renewal. This could lead to 
serious administrative problems. 
Because the present Chiropractic Act is 
entirely adequate for dealing with changes in 
the profession, and because the Chiropractors 
have themselves displayed admirable interest 
and ability in self-education and regulation, 
the Proposition is neither essential nor neces-
sarJ . 
I,trongly urge a NO vote on the Proposi-
tion. 
KENT H. STACEY, 
Assemblyman, 28th District 
COMPENSATION OF COUNTY SUPERVISORS. Legislative Constitu- YES 
12 
tional Amendment. Provides that county governing body, rather 
than Legislature, shall prescribe compensation of it~ members by 
an ordina.nce that is subject to referendum. NO 
(For Full Text of Measure, See Page 11, Part n) 
General Analysis by the Legisla.tive Counsel 
A "Yes" vote on this measure is a vote to 
require the governing body of each general 
law county to fix the compensation of its mem-
bers by an ordinance which would be subject 
to referendum, rather than by statute enacted 
by the Legislature, and to provide that if a 
county charter provides for the Legislature to 
fix the compensation of the county governing 
body members, such compensation must be 
fixed by the governing body. 
A "No" vote is a vote to reject this pro-
posal. 
For further details, see below. 
Detailed Analysis by the Legislative Counsel 
Article XI of the State Constitution now 
requires the Legislature to prescribe the com-
pensation of the governing body of each 
county not having adopted a charter for its 
own government. In addition, Article XI now 
further provides that any county having a 
charter shall provide in the charter for the 
compensation of the governing body of the 
county. 
This measure would require that the gov-
erning body of each county not having a char-
ter prescribe the compensation of its members 
and that such llompensation be established by 
ordinance which is subject to referendum. The 
revision would also require, with respect to 
any county having a charter which provides 
for the Legislature to prescribe the compensa-
tion of the governing body, that the governing 
body prescribe its own compensation by ordi-
nance. 
Argument in Favor of Proposition 12 
DO YOU WANT TO PREVENT COUNTY 
SUPERVISORS' SALARIES FROM BE-
COMING TOO HIGH AND THE ('t)_ 
PORTUNITY TO VOTE AGAINST 
UNREALISTIC PAY HIKES BY YC _~. 
SUPERVISORS? If the answer is "Yes", 
then you should vote "Yes" on this consti-
tutional amendment. 
Under our present system, the Legislature 
sets the salaries of your Board of Super-
visors. It does this after receiving a request 
from the Grand Jury of your county. A 
legislator from San Diego sets the salaries 
of p supervisor in Marin County, a legis-
lator from San Francisco sets the salaries of 
a supervisor in Orange County, and so forth. 
The salaries which are paid are borne en-
tirely by local taxpayers and yet State leg-
islators tell you how much you should be 
taxed. This is all done without a hearing in 
your county and the only way that you could 
protest would be for you to t>tke the time 
to come to Sacramento. This is the old sys-
tem which would be changed by a "Yes" 
vote-on this proposition. 
What is proposed is to have local salaries 
set on the local level. In oth;;;:-;ords, to 
restore HOME RULE on salaries rather than 
have your taxes for purely local services set 
by centralized government in Sacramento. 
This constitutional amendment would permit 
the supervisors to set their salaries and t' 
of other local public officials. Such "s 
setting" would be done at the local level a ... cr 
public hearings in your own county, and 
would be subject to a vote in your community 
- 20-
'xpayers believe that the salaries are too 
"' which is a right that you do not now 
have. 
This proposition will restore home rule, 
and place the responsibility for setting local 
salaries where it belongs. It will stop a use· 
less waste of the State Legislature's time, 
which occurs when they "rubber stamp" 
grand jury requests for supervisors' pay 
increases. 
Compare the two systems: 
PRESENT SYSTEM: 
No right of citizen to be heard on super-
visors' pay increases. 
No right of referendum if pay is too high. 
No responsibility by local officials for pay 
increases. 
No home rule; salaries of local officials, 
paid by local taxes, are set by State. 
THIS .AMENDMENT PROPOSES .A NEW 
SYSTEM: 
Gives citizens a voice at public meetings 
when supervisors' pay increases are pro-
posed. 
Gives local citizens the opportunity to vote 
against unnecessary salary increases. 
Places responsibility on local public offi-
l1ials for their salaries. 
Ikes away the power of out-of-county 
_cgislators to increase salaries of local offi-
cials and thereby increase local taxes. 
The choice is quite clear. The HOME 
RULE concept proposed by this amendment 
will help keep salaries at a realistic level, pre-
vent salaries from being set toe high, and 
stop State legislators from voting on measures 
that increase local taxes for purely local 
services. 
Many groups, like the California Tax-
payers' .Association who try to keep the tax 
burden down, support this measure. The 
Legislature overwhelmingly approved this 
amendment, and we t·he undersigned who 
rcpresent both Republicans and Democrats 
urge you to vote "YES." 
SEN.ATOR MILTON M.ARKS 
.ASSEMBLYM.AN JOHN T. KNOX, 
Chairman, .Assembly Local 
Government Committee 
SENATOR .JOHN F. McC.ARTHY 
Argument Against Proposition 12 
This proposal would take away from the 
Legislature the power to set supervisors' sal-
aries. Under the present system, such salaries 
are now determined by the Legislature after 
the grand jury of the county in question 
makes its recommendation. 
The present system has worked well for 
many years and therp really is no reason to 
change it. If the proposed constitutional 
amendment goes into effect, the salaries of 
supervisors would be set by the supervisors 
themselves. While it is true that the super-
visors would have to hold hearings before 
such a raise could go into effect and while it is 
likewise true that a referendum eould be held 
if the people of the community felt the pay 
raise was too high, I feel that it would be very 
expensive to have another election on this 
issue. 
Under our form of government the people 
elect local, state and national officials; each of 
them perform a" useful function. For almost 
100 years the method of setting salaries of 
local officials has been specified in our consti-
tution. No one has complained about the pro-
cedure und I' which local officials' salaries are 
set by the State Legislature. The procedure 
has worked well and has served as a check on 
the approval of exorbitant salaries. 
This proposed constitutional amendment 
should be defeated. Let's keep the present 
system, let the Legislature which is not di-
rectly involved keep the power and duty to 
set local salaries, and do not let the super-
visors who might seek exorbitant salaries 
have the power to determine how much 
money they should receive. The present sys-
tem gives the people a check and balance 
system and I believe that the new proposal 
would serve as too great a temptation to 
supervisors to set their salaries too high. I 
believe that the present system should be 
retained and I urge a "No" vote. 




· of such license or any other person, 
e,_ _ dny or association by which he or she 
is employed, or in whose services he or she 
is, will treat, ~ure, or attempt to treat or 
cure, any venereal disease, or will treat or 
cur~, or attempt to treat or cure, any person 
afflicted with any sexual disease, for lost 
manhood, sexual weakness or sexual disorder 
or any disease of the sexual organs; or being 
employed by, or being in the service of any 
person, company or association so advertis-
ing. The proceedings for the refusal to grant, 
suspension or revocation of a license upon 
any of the foregoing grounds shall be eon-
ducted in accordance with Chapter 5 of Part 
1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government 
Code as it now reads or as it may be here-
after amended by the Legislature, and the 
board shall have all the powers granted 
therein. The secretary on all cascs of revo-
cation shall enter on his register the fact of 
such revocation, and shall certify the fact of 
such revocation under the seal of the board 
to the county clerk of the counties in which 
the certificates of the person whose certifi-
cate has been revoked is recorded; and said 
clerk must thereupon write upon the margin 
or across the face of his register of the cer-
tificate of such person the following: "This 
certificate was revoked on the ______ day of 
______ ," giving the day, month and year 0'-
such revocation in accordance with said cer 
tification to him by said secretary. The re" 
ord of such revocation so made by saie:. 
county clerk shall be prima facie eviden('" 
of the fact thereof, and of the regularity 
all proceedings of said board in the matt.~· 
of said revocation. 
W (c) At any time after two years f,:-
lowing the revocation or cancellation of a il-
cense or registration under this section, --
board may, by a majority vote, reissue S[,",-: 
license to the person affected, restoring hill' 
to, or conferring on him all the rights aJ,': 
privileges granted by his original license ,n 
certificate. Any person to whom such rigk" 
have been restored shall pay to the secretar.' 
the fee specified in Section 5 upon the issu-
ance of a new license. 
COMPENSATION OF COUNTY SUPERVISORS. Legislative Constitu- YES 
12 
tional Amendment. Provides that county governing body, rather 
than Legislature, shall prescribe compensation of its members by 
an ordinance that is subject to referendum. NO 
.lis amendment proposed by Senate Con-
stitutional Amendment No. 19, 1970 Regular 
Session, expressly amends existing sections 
of the Constitution; therefore, EXISTING 
PROVISIONS proposed to be DELETED 
are printed in ST&IKEOUT ~; and 
NEW PROVISIONS proposed to be IN-
SERTED are printed in BOLDFACE 
TYPE.) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 
ARTICLE XI 
First-That subdivision (b) of Section 1 
of Article XI is amended to read: 
(b) The Legislature shall provide for 
county powers and an elected governing 
body in each county. Except as provided in 
subdivision (b) of Section 4 of this article, 
each governing body shall tMMl: prescribe by 
ordinance the compensation of its members, 
but the ordinance prescribing such compen-
sation shall be subject to referendum, The 
Legislature or the governing body may pro-
vide for other officers whose compensation 
shall be prescribed by the governing body. 
The governing body shall provide for the 
number, compensation, tenure, and appoint-
ment of employees. 
Second-That subdivision (b) of Section 4 
of Article XI is amended to read: 
(b) The compensation, terms, and removal 
of members of the governing body. If a 
county charter provides for the Legislature 
to prescribe the salary of the governing 
body, such compensation shall be prescribed 
by the governing body by ordinance. 
TAX 
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EXEMPTION FOR DISABLED VETERANS AND BLIND 
VETERANS. Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Increases 
property tax exemption for totally disabled veteran to $10,000 
and extends this exemption to widow until remarriage. Extends 
blind veteran's exemption to home owned by corporation in 
which he is shareholder and entitled thereby to possession. 
(This amendment proposed by Senate Con-
stitutional Amendment No. 29, 1969 Regular 
Session, expressly amends existing sections 
o ~ Constitution; therefore, EXISTING 
1 .'ISIONS proposed to be DELETED are 
prmted in ST&IKEOUT T¥p:&; and NEW 
PROVISIONS proposed to be INSERTED 
or ADDED are printed in BOLDFACE 
TYPE.) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 
ARTICLE XnI 
First-That Section l1a of Article XIII be 
amended to read: 
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